
OF COLUMBIA HOUSING COl\llVIISSION 

TP 27,730 

re: 3636 16th Street, N.W., Unit B 1066 

\Vard One (1) 

JONATHAN WOODNER 
kHJ'''''U.'''' Provider/Appellant 

v. 

ENOBAKHARE 
Tenant! Appellee 

ORDER ON l\10TION FOR EXTENTION OF TIME 

August 22, 2003 

BANKS, CHAIRPERSON. This case is on appeal to the Rental 

by the Rent 

of the Housing Act of 1985 (Act), D.C. §§ 42-3501 

3509.07 (200 the District Columbia Administrative Procedure Act 

10 (2001), of Columbia ~'A~"~'~ 

. .LJ~H.L<'.h 14 .L-'''-' .. 'U'''' §§ 3800-4399 (1991) [UU'·P ... .., the pro,cee<lm);(s. 

1. PROCEDURES 

January 17, 2003, Helen Enobakhare, Tenant, filed Tenant Petition (TP) 

Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs (DCRA). Hearing 

.'-''''-'CUUl'UvL Saundra McNair issued the decision and order on July 8, 2003. On 

the Housing filed a notice of appeal. On 31, 2003, 

of scheduled for September 24,2003. 

7, the Provider a motion for vAe"'.O.:>lV>£ of to an appellate 



motion 'UUk~HJl"'- Provider "''-" .. ,.'''''" ",tt,,,,rlc to obtain a of 

agency hearing were not duplicated August 

next day. On 1 the filed an opposition to motion. It 

>""A'''''''''' not be granted, because the application was not 

days before the date, and counsel was aware 

notice appeal. The opined extension was too long 

,C>UJW,",'"" and that counsel did not state when he made prior ,'''£'I11,p,C'T 

that it was not standard pf()CeOUI 

was granted, Tenant wanted latitude" 

a C011Hlmarnce, Tenant wanted copies of r ",,,',,,,,,,,<' 

ORDER 

rules provide: "Parties may file in support of their 

position days of notification that the record matter has 

been " 14 DCMR § 3802.7 (1991), "Parties within 

ten (10) days of of the pleading to response is DCMR§ c, 

I), be no reply to a responsive brief and 

submitted," 14 DCMR § 3802.9 (1991). In 

14 DCMR § 15.1 1). 
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Motions shaH set cause for 

§ 381 (1991), ==~=~==-'-'-":....:::.:::..:=, 190 

Mar. 11, 2003). 

119 (D.C. 1998), states a 

COIltul:mUlce are: 1) the reasons for the COIltHllUaJ1Ce (or "',.·"' ...... C>.v .. 

2) the denial, 3) the party's diligence in seekmig 

good to the party, 

=::..=..:= "-'===~'-===, TP 24,681 Jan. 2003), 

25,091 (RHC !v1ay 

Case 

The reason of time to file the 

\vas that v", .. ',,,",",,,,,,, he could not obtain COLnes 

from file the brief. The prejudice to the LLV'''''''',,",F, 

Provider's counsel was .u~v ""..1 to prepare 

In 14'-"'-"'" ...... '- § 3802.7 (1991). 

period prior to date 

~~~~~..!...!...£,~~, TP 25,091 (RHC May 2002): 
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In 

(5) business days after L>",,,,.H.n notice 

the the record to the or 

the to file days before event that is to occur 

event was to file the brief or the motion to enlarge 

of August 1 2003. The choice made by was to 

for an on fifth and that was 

Accordingly, counsel was ~'"'h~'" during 

when he the motion to time. There are no facts that a 

10tlSlYH! Provider's on 2003, will not 

a reSDo:nSl on 

Commission reviewed the Tenant's opposition to detennine whether 

there is based on reasons stated in opposition. On 

2003, Housing Provider requested an extension of time 11 business 

days to this period, the had to file 

), plus 

14DCMR§ time period "'V~''''~'rI 

she Only three 

August 2003, reqlleSU~O LH.J'U':>l,UI;; Provider. Under these the 

U,",.,LL,U extension was statements about standard 

of 
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Tenant's statement that she wanted "similar. latitude" if, in the future, she made a request 

for a continuance, is improper and requires a ruling now on an event in the future that has 

not happened. The Commission cannot rule on the Tenant's request for copies of 

unidentified records that were requested by the Tenant, who may obtain copies of any 

document in the record. Accordingly, the Commission concludes that the counsel for the 

Housing Provider may file the brief on August 22, 2003. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that a copy of the foregoing ORDER ON MOTION FOR EXTENSION 
OF TIME in TP 27,730 was mailed by priority mail, with confirmation of delivery, 
postage prepaid this 3rt! day of August, to: 

Helen Enobakhare 
1245 K Street, S.B. 
Washington, D.C. 20003 

Jonathan R Schuman 
Schuman & Felts, Chartered 
4804 Moorland Lane 
Beth da, MD 2 814 

Commission Assistant 
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